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i ndi v i d u a l s w i l l qu al i f y f or . Than k y o u.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Tha nk you, Senator Thompson. I know it's a
Monday morning. I'm sorry. It's not NIonday morning. But it' s
a l i t t l e bu zzy at t i me s i n her e , t he f i r s t day ba c k. Tr y t o
hold the conversations down. Senator Beutler, followed by
Senators Landis, Hartnett, Kruse, Don Pederson, Senator Engel.
Senator Beu t l e r .

SENATOR BEUTLER: Senator Cudaback, members of the L egislature,
I hope you will not favor the Pederson amendment. It is simply
t oo l ow . I f you l ook at w h a t i t does , as comp a r e d t o t he
committee amendment, the comnittee amendment, depending on
whether you have health insurance or do not, would provide, in
the one case, over $18,000 a year, and in other case, a little
over $19,000 a year, whereas with the Pederson amendment, you' re
d ropping back t o 1 5 a n d 1 6 . 5 i n t e r m s o f t he a n n ua l a mount pai d
t o a wor ke r . To me , t h i s i s t he m o s t i m p o r t an t p a r t o f t he
bill. And you know. as the demographics of the country change,
it's going to become ever more important that our workforce is
s tabi l i z e d , t h a t t he y ' r e c o n t e n t , t hat t hey h a v e e n ough money t o
stabilize their family lives. Because we' re becoming older. We
h ave many, many more elderly, and fewer and fewer workers. A n d
already in Nebraska, as you know, we' re having to import
workers. So it seems to me extreme-ly important that we p ay
atten t i o n t o t he l ower end of i he pay sca l e , e s p e c i a l l y , o f
course, but not exclusively, in this area of where we' re giving
economic i n c e n t i v e s . We t a l k e d a l i t t l e b i t l ast t i me a b ou t t he
m inimum wage standard b e i n g i r r el e v an t t o any t h i n g . I t ha s bee n
a completely...a political football at the federal level. It
has not been yet recognized as something that should be
rightfully geared towards a s tandard of avoiding poverty in
A merica, of avoiding the necessity of people going onto
government programs. G overnment programs have been enacted by
you and I because we have determined that people should have
these programs. If we make the judgment that people should have
these programs, childcare, health insurance, children's health
insurance, these types of things, if w~ really believe that
people should h ave these th ings, wh y do we p u t up with an
e conomic system that doesn't produce it for them i n the firs t
place? Why do we ha ve all these government programs and all
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